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, associated forever with the name of the chiel .
i their hesitations and anxieties; discussed and
nwtives of their domestic opponents, shaped

for comfort and support.”
In the countless words published fram and

supposed “consensus’ in the administration in September 19_5»5;1‘01',
T SO R A A TR R SR DTk N S B LA L . tombing North Vietnam after the November presidential election;
. : : I .
By JERRY GREENE William Bundy's Answer

. . LELC ULy SIeleir
often impugned the
the administration’s

verhal defenses, and searched for the historical precedents to rely on

ahout the Peniagon
papers during the last month, large emphasis has been laid upost a |

LBJ, by inference, has been given the image of a politician p?:}n-

Washington, July 10—A significant chunk of the | . atthck while preaching peaceful intentions in his' campaign

missing ingredients in the Vietnam war review laid out inlopaiory.
the top secret Pentagon papers surfaced today from. a )
dusty corner of an office bookshelf. ;

oo Sl e . e e s ., towork in June 1965. He asked all avound the p
The private, candid views of the key principais involved, about poidv then assistant secretary of state for Far

the actions they had taken and were contemplating in the evitieal "m(‘{', e assistant seareiars i :
19¢5-68 period arc all there in their own words—Lyndon Jehnson, “Was the decision to b*)f“b targets north
Dean Rusk, Robert McNamara, McGeorge and Bill Bundy, Gecry 1'est1'a1’ned until after the 1964 Q_resxdcntml ¢
Ball and Walt Restow-—take your pick. Bundy's answer was categnrvical: There was no
LBJ is found musing in June 1805: the two events. Although the White House had
“what will be enough ard nct teo

had been to keep looking for a better sotution.”

Lunch With mueh? .. . 1 know the cther side is
winning‘; so they do, too. ... I'm never 'A Feir Target for Historians' .
The Buﬂch bptjnereuﬂ about & uecision .I ‘1“_"(’,“" 3y MeGeorge Bundy, the national security adviser, said ihe bombing
right. When I land troops they eall me ! jooision “had been under discussion for about a vear.” He addel
Eﬁ Tha 26Gs ?’?I 1}?311;_:;9;;28."'?’ am}’ if 1 do neining candidly that in his opinion “tliere had been political eonsiderations
peacned, » . . to take into account.” -

All this, and much more, seine of
: : . it too ecarihy for printing in a famil
newspaper. is.laid down with guste in a little book entitled

cern about the requirement to maintain Ameri

' It develops in the Graff book that this was the prime question
" the histovian had for meribers of the Tuesday Cabinet when he went
lace, first of William,.

Eastern affairs:

of the 17th Paraliel
ampaign was over?
relationship between
long recognized that

Lombing might be deemed necessary, he said. the President’s resolve

Johnson. Secrstary of State Rusk and the rest of them worried
. . 3 1 3 - .
deeply about Russia and China, and a lavger war, and had desp con-

can commiiments, 0

» = PRCINS 1) tliahe R N Lo PN S I ie 7. 5 . A
Tuesday Cabinet, published last November by DPrentive i and keep the nation’s pledeed word to other countries.

almost totally ignored arownd the capital. It was written by ifenry Graff saw the Johnson decisions and the
LI, Graff, chairman of Columbdia University’s history departulnf @ |paies as “a fair target for historians and the

noted historian who was given an unprecedented view of prest tential yaok s syrapathetic, bu by no means entivel:

Tuesday Cahinet de-
public at large.” Jiis

Y

decision making from the Inside, - |sabjeets. Aud ke had in an epilogue. a barbed word for some evizies
& con-

at the time it was being made. in Congress, Joimson and the Tuesday ‘Cabinet, he said, “neve;
: aritnted that fancied company of solons whoe unerringly would

© Gratf, uncensored by the ad-

iinistraticn, wrote two long
'newspaper articles back in 1065
cand 1886, teliing of his lindings,
ibut theze appavently had been
forgotten, and his book widely
dismissed as an LBJ apologia
‘when it appeared, It is no such
animal, and today with Johnson
maintairing stony silence in the
face of harsh ecriticism and
charges of duplicity if not worse
stemming from the Pentagon
papers, the book assumes new im-
portance. :

The authors of the review of
American invelvement in Viet-
nam, in what has come to be
known as -the Pentagon papers,
stressed that they worked solely
from documents, mostly Defense
Department files, that they were
“perniitted no interviews, no access
to White House avchives. This is
where Graff fills at least some
of the gaps. ’ ’

Menﬂ?%{s of the LBJ staff weve ' :
responsible for an invitation for” :

“this outside historian to conduct ., Howy Fo Gealf
an e:gtended, on-the-spot, on-time ,
ranning survey of the White House inner ecirele at work on the war.
. Graff coined the name Tuesday Cabinet; it consisted of the
intimate presidential advisers asked to lunch eack Tuesday dor a
war conference. The historian wes given free range to interview
the President and all of the advizers at what he calls “Pour critieal.
moments in the history of the Vietnam war,” He could write what
he pleased, then or later. .

The historian’s view: “Anvone who wants to weigh the reasons
for American participation in the war or to make conerete the ab-.
straction ealled presidential “leadership, dave not overicok those

reekly luncl ings Tere, i ‘e ¢ the oontbli ran '
igjseed," a;:gf;:&? glri?h: ﬁéb%é{é}&tfﬁﬂ%éé%gm%m CIA-RDP88-0" 350R000200670001-0

cenfronted the tragic chnilenge of Vietnam wit
and pertect wisdom.” S :
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